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Advanced Problem Fall Term 1958-1959 


HIRONS ALUMNI PRIZE 


Sponsored by the Alumni to commemorate their 
inspiring teacher and critic, Frederic C. Hirons. 


A YOUNG GRANDPARENTS’ HOUSING COMPLEX 


Competition Regulations 


Design solution must be completed in any ten (10) consecutive days between 
September 15, 1958 and January 19, 1959. 


Contestant must qualify for the grade of work for which he submits an entry. 


An entry fee of $2.50 is required for each design entered for judging. This fee 
must be received on or before the date the entries are due at the Institute office. 


Each entry shall represent the work of only one student; and only one solution 
to a problem may be submitted by any one student. 


Entries must be identified in a space 4” x 2” in the lower right-hand corner on 
the face of each sheet by printing legibly: a) full name and address of com- 
petitor; b) name of school, atelier, or supervisor; c) grade and title of the com- 
petition. A space 8” x 10” for jury comments, if desired, is to be provided in 
the upper right-hand corner. 


All parts of any entry must be uniform in size not exceeding 30” x 40”; tech- 
nique or presentation is optional unless otherwise called for in a program. 


All plans to be similarly oriented. 
Entries must be sent prepaid upon completion. 


Notice of shipment shall be mailed to the NIAE giving in duplicate on a separate 
list for each problem, date and express receipt number (if any), alphabetical 
listing of the names of entrants with the number of pieces comprising each entry. 
(The duplicate list will be returned with notation of outcome immediately fol- 
lowing the judging.) 


Announcement of awards will be made promptly after each judgment. Complete 
report of judgment together with photographs of premiated designs will be 
published in the BULLETIN of the NIAK, as soon after the judgment as the 
material can be prepared. BULLETIN subscription rate is $25 for the school 
year with photographs (approximately 100 prints); without photographs the 
rate is $2.00. Photographs or reports may be purchased singly at $1.00 per report 
or print. 


Address all correspondence and shipments to National Institute for Architectural 
Education, 115 East 40th Street, New York 16, N. Y. 


Circular of information for 1958-1959 will be mailed on request. 


The programs for the school year 1958-1959 have been prepared 
by the Program Committee of the NIAE. Their purpose is to aid 
the interchange of ideas and criteria of design among architectural 
students throughout the nation. The subject matter has been 
selected to stimulate and promote the creative interest of the stu- 
dent and to help him achieve an imaginative and logical solution. 
By evaluating the work of students the NIAE hopes to make a 


professional contribution to architectural education. 


A YOUNG GRANDPARENTS’ HOUSING COMPLEX 


HIRONS ALUMNI PRIZE 


We are all being adjured constantly to concern our- 
selves over the status of infants, children, adolescents, 
young couples, and the aged. No one worries over the 
“voung grand-parents” group who still continue to pay 
most of the bills. These are the men and women be- 
tween forty-five and sixty years old whose children are 
grown and married, who are still working, and who 
find their houses too large when they are alone and too 
small when their married children visit them. Main- 
taining the one-half of one acre suburban lot is ex- 
pensive even if one or both of the couple like gardening. 
When a member of this group goes to an architect for a 
new house it soon becomes evident that many young 
grandparents don’t really want to live in individual 
houses. What they desperately yearn for is the proper 
kind of apartment which provides all the amenities to 
which they are accustomed with as few as possible of 
the responsibilities, plus facilities to accommodate their 
children and grandchildren. So far such multiple dwell- 
ing projects do not exist. 


In this problem it is assumed that the need outlined 
in the preceding paragraph is being met in one instance 
at least. On a 21-acre site (approximately 1000’ x 1000’) 


National [nstitute for 


Advanced Proble " 


in a suburban community bordering on a connecting 
highway and overlooking one of the Great Lakes to the 
south, a Young Grandparents Cooperative is being 
built. The three apartment buildings are elegant towers 
50’ x 60’ in plan 21 stories in height rising out of a 
beautiful park. They are equipped with all of the ameni+ 
ties and the landscaped grounds are far handsomer than 
those around most private homes. These grounds pro- 
vide walks, greens for bowling and putting, areas for 
sun-bathing and loafing; and they are maintained by 
hired professionals. The individual apartments are de+ 
signed for the young grandparents and are easy to work 
and care for. |! 


Included in the development is a guest house for the 
use of visiting young couples and their children (those 
without children, or with merely gravid wives, are not 
excluded). This guest house is the subject of this 
problem. 


Problem 


A Guest House for Children and Grandchildren in a 
Cooperative Apartment Complex for Young Grand-~ 
parents. 


Architectural Educatio 


all Term 1958-1959 


Site 

On the lake side of the development a triangular 
area of about six acres has been set aside for the guest 
houses. This site is bounded on one side by the lake 
and one of the lot lines of the cooperative forms another 
boundary. It is on a knoll which is about thirty feet 
above the rest of the site. It has been determined to 
build one guest house, but to plan the site so that two 
more may be added if that is found to be desirable. 


Requirements: 
Each guest house is to provide 30 units. Each unit is 
to provide the following facilities: 
1. Family room (approximately 250 sq. ft. area). 
2. Kitchen with laundry and dryer facilities (approxi- 
mately 100 sq. ft. area). 
3. Each two units will have four bedrooms (80 sq. ft. 
to 100 sq. ft.). 
Note: These bedrooms must be so arranged that the 
occupant of an individual unit may rent one, two 
or three bedrooms. Each bedroom must have two 
beds or bunks. 
4. Bathroom with water closet, two lavatories, tub, 
separate shower stall, and baby bath (approximately 
80 sq. ft. area). 
5. Lounge (approximately 450 sq. ft. area). — 


115 East 40th Street, 


New 


Nursery, ten beds and toilet and lavatory facilities 
(approximately 450 sq. ft. area). 

Office and Reception Room (approximately 180 sq. 
ft. area). 

Outdoor Playground with wading pool, jungle gyms, 
swings, see-saws, etc. 

Parking for 30 automobiles. 

Landscaped planting to screen items No. 8 and No. 9 
from the high rise apartments. 

Note: Items 8 and 9 should be designed to work 
equally well when the three guest houses are built. 
They may be either combined or in separate units. 
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Required Drawings: 

The following drawings must be presented on two 
sheets of illustration board 20” x 30” or one board 
30” x 40”. Color may be used for accent if desired. 

1. Floor plans, one elevation at the scale of 1/16” to 
the foot. 

2. A birdseye perspective of completed group of three 
guest houses, showing apartment towers in distance, 
plus exterior facilities, Project perspective from a 
convenient scale plan. 

3. Site plan of entire complex included in 1000’ x 1000’ 
area at the scale of 1” equals 50’0”. 


York 16, New York 
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FALL TERM - 


ADVANCED PROBLEM 


A YOUNG GRANDPARENTS' HOUSING COMPLEX 


HIRONS ALUMNI PRIZE 
JURY OF AWARD 


Wm. F. R. Ballard 
John J. Carlos 

B. Sumner Gruzen 
Seymour Joseph 
PARTICIPANTS - 33 entries 
Oklahoma State University 

Pratt Institute 

University of Illinois, Urbana 
University of Notre Dame 


AWARDS 


~ February 2, 1959 


Howard H. Juster 
Stephen A. Kliment 
Charles Lee Nutt 


Robert B. O'Connor 
Esmond Shaw 
Richard G. Stein 
Emanuel N. Turano 


Prize and Honorable Mention Placed 1st - K. A. Wagner, University of Illinois 
Honorable Mention Placed 2nd - D. E. Evenson, University of Illinois 
Honorable Mention Placed 3rd - W. L. Fash, Oklahoma State University 
Honorable Mention Placed 4th - D. R. Thompsen, University of Illinois 
Honorable Mention Placed 5th - W. F. Thrall, University of Notre Dame 
Honorable Mention Placed 6th - S. L. Seaton, University of [linois 


Honorable Mention 


-R. Tredway, S. W. Williams, Oklahoma State U. 
- J. Groark, L. G. Kindiakos, 
L. Gorden, G. Rehl, 


J. Behrmann, 
Pratt Institute 


-R. G. Becker, University of Notre Dame. 


REPRODUCTIONS 


K. A. Wagner, University of Illinois 
D. E. Evenson, University of [llinois 


D.R.Thompsen, University of [linois 


#6 S.L.Seaton, University of Illinois 
REPORT OF THE JURY 


The Jury felt this was primarily a problem 
requiring a sound site solution and a reason- 
able conception of the scale and architectural 
quality of the complete project. Since this 
was done within a ten-day limit, there was 
less stress placed on the individual unit than 
on the larger use of the site. 


Student interpretation of the program varied 
extensively, particularly in regard to the 
shape and configuration of the site. The Jury 
‘Was sympathetic to modifications, as lagoons, 


Hirons Prize, Honorable Mention Placed ist 
Honorable Mention Placed 2nd 
W. L. Fash, Oklahoma State University Honorable Mention Placed 3rd 
Honorable Mention Placed 4th 
W.F. Thrall, University of Notre Dame Honorable Mention Placed 5th 
Honorable Mention Placed 6th 


- BY RICHARD G. STEIN 


sharp drops, and irregular shore lines 
providing the student took proper advantage 
of the variation he created. 


The consideration of the social aspect was 
limited. Most solutions treated the project 

as though it had no connection with the world 
around it. Most perspectives indicated the 
group of buildings as being the only man made 
objects in sight. This microcosmic aspect of 
the complex is contrary to the planning precept 
that provides for the interrelation of living 
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spaces for people at the various age levels, 

at various stages of inner family organization, 
of various economic and social backgrounds, 
and with access to all the creative and stimu- 
lating facilities that our culture can offer. With- 
in the limitation of the social program the re- 
lation between the main towers and the guest 
houses was one in which the towers were con- 
sidered primary. Solutions in which the guest 
houses dominated or cut off the access to the 
waterfront were considered less satisfactory 
than those in which they were subordinated. 

The few vertical solutions had the disadvantages 
of service personnel, elevator operation and 
crowding of facilities at certain peak periods 

in the year round operation. These solutions 
also failed to free the use of the site significant- 
ly, so that disadvantages dominated the gains. 


No solution was considered so outstanding as to 
be a clear and obvious first choice. The solu- 
tion of K. A. Wagner of Illinois was premiated 
for its careful development, concern for the 
topography of the site and for the specific de- 
mands of the program. The rigidity and amount 
of site encumbered, were criticized. Presenta- 
tion was excellent. 


The project placed second, of D. E. Evenson, 
also of Illinois was sufficiently similar in all 
major respects so that the reasoning that ap- 
plied to the first also had to apply to this. Some 
jurors preferred this site plan for not covering 
as much area as the previous one, but felt the 
architecture was less developed. 


The third place design by W. L. Fash, Oklahoma 
State University was commended for the com- 
munity character achieved with the administra- 
tion areas in the centers of smaller quadrangles. 
Parking along the beach was poor and amount of 
building was excessive and complicated. 


D. R. Thompsen's (Illinois) fourth placed de- 
sign was complimented for its imaginative, 
forthright well developed plan with three inter- 
locked arc-shaped buildings, and was criticized 
for poor site development and for the unfortu- 
nate location of one lounge-nursery unit in a 
too narrow space between residential units. 


The design placed fifth, of W. F. Thrall, Notre 
Dame University was typical - and the best - 
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of a group of problems with units held along a 
very tight property line triangle. The basic 
unit was badly solved in requiring people to 
climb two flights of stairs, mostly with childrer 
{ 


; 


Sixth placed design of S, L. Seaton, University of 
Illinois, had a sufficiently interesting building — 
to overcome other major criticisms. The intro-. 
duction of a deep lagoon was a successful method 
of minimizing the inter-relationship between the 
tower and guest houses. The over use of the site 
was criticized and the view of the roof of the lowe 
unit from the upper was considered poor. The 
project benefited from an excellent presentation. 


After extensive discussion, the project of 

E. Ohnstein of Illinois was given an HC for takin 
too great liberties with the basic guest house uni 
On the plus side of the project was the freeing of 
the site for greatest usefulness of the tower re- 
sidents. On the minus side was the insufficient 
development of the site, the monotony of the 
thousand foot stretch of guest houses and the 
neglected position of the nursery units. 


Some general comments on some projects 
given Mention: 


G. Rehl, Pratt: Workable unit plan. Object- 
ion to complex forming a wall separating per- 
manent housing from lake. 


J. Groark, Pratt: Three-story solution not 
good. Site plan well conceived. 


J. Behrmann, Pratt: While the knoll was 
recognized, no site relationship between 
guest houses and towers was developed. 


L. G. Lindiakos, Pratt: The general architec- 
tural quality of the development was commend- 
ed. Scale of interior hexagonal courts was 
considered poor. Unit plan was the innocent 
victim of the tyranny of the hexagon. 


S. W. Williams, Oklahoma State University: 
A very thoughtful project with an excellent 
scale and architectural sense in the village- 
like quality. The solution was too involved 
and extensive, however to go further in 
comparison with projects that answered 
similar requirements more simply and 
economically. 
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Intermediate Problem Fall Term 1958-1959 


KAWNEER COMPANY PRIZE 


Sponsored by the Kawneer Company of Niles, Michigan 


CENTER FOR SPORTS CAR ENTHUSIASTS 


Competition Regulations 


Design solution must be completed in any ten (10) consecutive days between 
September 15, 1958 and January 19, 1959. 


Contestant must qualify for the grade of work for which he submits an entry. 


An entry fee of $2.50 is required for each design entered for judging. This fee 
must be received on or before the date the entries are due at the Institute office. 


Each entry shall represent the work of only one student; and only one solution 
to a problem may be submitted by any one student. 


Entries must be identified in a space 4” x 2” in the lower right-hand corner on 
the face of each sheet by printing legibly: a) full name and address of com- 
petitor; b) name of school, atelier, or supervisor; c) grade and title of the com- 
petition. A space 8” x 10” for jury comments, if desired, is to be provided in 
the upper right-hand corner. 


All parts of any entry must be uniform in size not exceeding 30” x 40”; tech- 
nique or presentation is optional unless otherwise called for in a program. 


All plans to be similarly oriented. 
Entries must be sent prepaid upon completion. 


Notice of shipment shall be mailed to the NIAE giving in duplicate on a separate 
list for each problem, date and express receipt number (if any), alphabetical 
listing of the names of entrants with the number of pieces comprising each entry. 
(The duplicate list will be returned with notation of outcome immediately fol- 
lowing the judging.) 


Announcement of awards will be made promptly after each judgment. Complete 
report of judgment together with photographs of premiated designs will be 
published in the BULLETIN of the NIAE, as soon after the judgment as the 
material can be prepared. BULLETIN subscription rate is $25 for the school 
year with photographs (approximately 100 prints); without photographs the 
rate is $2.00. Photographs or reports may be purchased singly at $1.00 per report 
or print. 


Address all correspondence and shipments to National Institute for Architectural 
Education, 115 East 40th Street, New York 16, N. Y. 


Circular of information for 1958-1959 will be mailed on request. 


Intermediate Problem 


Fall Term 1958-1959 


The programs for the school year 1958-1959 have been prepared 
by the Program Committee of the NIAE. Their purpose is to aid 
the interchange of ideas and criteria of design among the archi- 
tectural students throughout the nation. The subject matter has 
been selected to stimulate and promote the creative interest of the 
student and to help him achieve an imaginative and logical solu- 
tion. By evaluating the work of students the NIAE hopes to make a 
professional contribution to architectural education. 


CENTER FOR SPORTS CAR ENTHUSIASTS 


KAWNEER COMPANY PRIZE 


General 

In a rapidly growing suburban community there are 
a great many who are sport car enthusiasts. The mem- 
bers of a newly formed Sports Car Club exhibit their 
cars with pride. Their particular city is centrally located 
and is capable of supporting a rallying center and fast 
track for exhibiting the various features of each model. 
The Sports Car Club has, therefore, decided to construct 
a motel and a track on the outskirts of the city. You, 
as the architect, are commissioned to prepare prelimi- 
nary drawings for fund raising purposes. The complex 
of the entire center will consist of a motel, a track, 
shops, lounges, exhibit areas, parking, ete. 

After passing a control booth, participants and guests 
shall be able to drive to the exhibit area track or to a 
parking space. Access between the motel rooms and 
parking space shall be as direct as possible. 


The Site 

The site for the motel and center is level and is 
1000’ x 2000’. The 1000 foot dimension facing a con- 
necting highway on the north. A secondary road borders 
the eastern side of the property. 
Additional Design Considerations 

The central motor court used for exhibiting and 
selling sports cars will provide additional income for 
the center. Traffic flow is an important part of the pro- 
gram. The parking for guests is free. Garage service 
facilities which are to be provided as part of the show- 
room are available at additional cost. The track shall 
be the standard type 300’ straightaway and 100’ semi- 
circular ends (it shall appear on site plan only). 

Landscaping with flowers, shrubs and trees, sculpture 
and pools will contribute to a festive atmosphere. 


Institute for 


40th Street, 


National 
L115: East 


Physical Facilities of the Motel and Center 


Indoor Area: 
a) 60 single rooms at 150 sq. ft. with private bath- 
rooms 30 sq. ft. 
b) 40 double rooms at 180 sq. ft. with private bath- 
rooms 35 sq. ft. 5 
Lobby for registration and waiting—400 sq. ft. 
Entertainment Room and TV lounge—capacity 40 
persons. 


c) 
) 


e) Snack bar for 15 persons—coat and toilet facilities. 
f{) Manager’s office suite. 
g) Small stores—total of 1000 sq. ft. including sport 


clothing, barber shop, beauty salon, record music 
shop, magazine and cigar stand. 
Auto Facilities: 

a) Control booth—100 sq. ft. 

b) Parking area—100 cars. 

c) Motor Court—Exhibit 6 cars. 

d) Showroom for display of cars and accessories—600 
sq. ft. 

e) Garage facilities—400 sq. ft. 

f) Track—l4 mile type—250’ x 500’ as previously 
described. 


REQUIRED DRAWINGS: 


To be presented on one illustration board 30” x 40” 
or on two (2) boards 20” x 30”. 


Site plan at the scale of 100’ to the inch. 

Floor plans at the scale of 1/16” to the foot. 

Main elevation at the scale of 1/16” to the foot. 
Cross section to explain circulation and structure at 
the scale of 1/16” to the foot. 

Perspective—most effective from standpoint of rais- 
ing funds. 
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FALL TERM 


CENTER FOR SPORTS CAR ENTHUSIASTS 
KAWNEER COMPANY PRIZE 

JURY OF AWARD - February 2, 1959 
Giorgio Cavaglieri 


Lathrop Douglass 
M. Milton Glass 


S. J. LaSusa 


Alec Notaras, 
PARTICIPANTS - 54 
Iowa State College 
Oklahoma State University 
University of Illinois, Urbana 
University of Notre Dame 
Unaffiliated: New York, N.Y. 


AWARDS 


Prize and Honorable Mention Placed 1st - G.H. 
Honorable Mention Placed 2nd - R.H. 
Honorable Mention Placed 3rd - F. L. 


Honorable Mention Placed 4th - H. A. 
Honorable Mention Placed 5th - C.C. 


Caleb Hornbostel 


Eleanor Pepper 


- INTERMEDIATE PROBLEM 


Viggo F. E. Rambusch 
Hugh N. Romney 
Daniel Schwartzman 
Oklahoma State University 


Ramsey, Oklahoma State University 
Stievater, University of Illinois 
Johns, Oklahoma State University 
Peckham, University of Illinois 
Hovorka, University of Illinois 


Honorable Mention Placed 6th - W. K. Davis, University of Illinois 
Honorable Mention Placed 7th -R. B. Campbell, Iowa State College 


Honorable Mention Placed 8th - A. L. 


REPRODUCTIONS 

#7 G.H.Ramsey, Oklahoma State University 
#8 R.H.Stievater, University of Illinois 

#9 F. L. Johns, Oklahoma State University 
#10 H.A. Peckham, University of Illinois 
#11 C.C.Hovorka, University of Illinois 
#12 R. B. Campbell, Iowa State University 


REPORT OF THE JURY 


The solutions to this problem were generally 
very good in view of the ten day limitation on 
time. The jury found the program an interest- 
ing and provocative one and had many spirited 
arguments in the course of the judging. 


The jury unanimously felt, however, that too 
many students had seriously jeopardized their 
chances of an award by one or more of the fol- 


lowing factors: 


Deley, University of Illinois 


Kawneer Prize, Honorable Mention Placed 1st 
Honorable Mention Placed 2nd 
Honorable Mention Placed 3rd 
Honorable Mention Placed 4th 
Honorable Mention Placed 5th 
Honorable Mention Placed 7th 


- BY LATHROP DOUGLASS 


(a) In the case of a distressingly large num- 
ber of projects, the students had apparently 
failed to read the program, This was evi- 
denced particularly in the circulation pattern 
and the controls. A practicing architect 
must first of all have a clear understanding 
of the requirements of any program or his 
solution may be valueless. 


(b) Again, too many students showed a 
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failure to appreciate the scale of the project. 
This was evidenced by such things for instance 
as the placing of the showroom and related 
items in the middle of the site with the track 
at one end and the motel at the other. This 
would have necessitated on certain projects a 
walk of 800 or 1000 feet, (the equivalent of 
four New York City blocks) merely to see the 
exhibit and nearly a half mile of driving from 
motel to track. It was the jury's feeling that 
more emphasis should be placed on the stu- 
dents' appreciation of the problem of scale. 


(c) Ina number of projects it was evident 
that the students had become intrigued with a 
graphic form or design on paper, and had 
tortured the plan to fit into the predetermined 
graphic pattern instead of evolving a plan that 
looked well because it was a sound solution - 
complicated renderings and slick looking pa- 
per design do not make up for a plan that does 
not work or does not follow the program. 


G. H. Ramsey, Oklahoma State University, 
awarded the Kawneer Prize had obviously read 
the program and interpreted all parts intelli- 
gently. The solution was compact and in good 
scale, minimizing walking distances; both race 
track and motel were visible from the highway 
providing an obvious advertising value. Scale 
was good. Although the presentation as such 
left something to be desired, the solution was 
uniformly good in all parts. 


R. H. Stievater, University of Illinois, placed 
second: This solution provided excellent cir- 
culation, a simple and direct plan, good scale 
and intelligent overall interpretation of the pro- 
gram. The presentation was a little inadequate 
for "fund raising purposes" as called for. It 
was noted that the roof system, as drawn, was 
structurally unsound but this was not consider - 
ed in judging the project. 


F.L. Johns, Oklahoma State University, placed 
third; also provided good circulation, a sim- 
ple workable plan and good scale. The arrange- 
ment so that the motel rooms could overlook 
from a proper distance, the track , was consi- 
dered an added advantage. The solution show- 
ed imagination. 


H. A. Peckham, University of Illinois Placed 
fourth, interpreted the program in a practical 
and orderly way and answered properly all the 
requirements. The presentation was commen- 
ded. Principal criticism was the rather com- 


plicated roadway connection between the motel 
and the track area, and the fact the elements 
were perhaps a little too spread out. 


C.C.Hovorka, University of Illinois, Placed 
fifth: The jury was divided over this solution 
as some felt the unique system of motel units 
in a close cluster and with 6 ft. window sills 
would be suitable to very few geographical lo- 
cations. The plan was, however, in accord- 
ance with the program requirements, was di- 
rect in circulation, functionally sound, in good 
scale and showed imagination. 


W. K. Davis, University of Illinois, Placed 
sixth; The jury felt that this solution had the 
best character for the purpose intended and 

was the best presented "for fund raising pur- 
poses" of any of the projects submitted. The 
effect was handsome, spirited and imaginative. 
However, the road pattern was unsatisfactory 
and did not follow the program. The track area 
and the motel were completely separated neces- 
sitating driving out on to the highway to get from 
one to the other. The 1,200 ft. line of motel 
rooms was questioned by some of the jury as 
being too monotonous in reality. 


R. B. Campbell, Iowa State University, Placed 
seventh: This project showed that the student 
had read the program and the solution was 
sound and in goodscale. Principal criticism 
was the somewhat monotonous motel pattern 
and its rather routine presentation. 


A.L.Deley, University of Illinois, Placed 
eighth, had a beautiful presentation well calcu- 
lated to raise funds and an adequate and suitable 
interpretation of the program. It was thought 
the track was perhaps too isolated from the other 
units of the program such as the garage, dis- 
play, etc. 


AN ADDED OBSERVATION 
BY- CHARLES RIEGER, Asso. Professor of 
Architecture, Columbia University 


A further comment: For this type of prohlem 
the site area given was much too large for the 
requirements and almost automatically forced 
them to be scattered. It is curious that with an 
excess of land, a blessing for any site, that the 
students were not imaginative enough to develop 
the area not needed into a pleasant landscaped 
park or picnic ground. 
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Uircular of mtormation I0Fr 1700- 


Elementary Problem Fall Term 1958-1959 


KENNETH M. MURCHISON PRIZE 


Created by Society of Beaux-Arts Architects in 
1939-40 in memory of Kenneth M. Murchison 


A SAUNA (sow-nah) (A Finnish Steam Bath) 


Competition Regulations 


Design solution must be completed in any ten (10) consecutive days between 
September 15, 1958 and January 19, 1959. 


Contestant must qualify for the grade of work for which he submits an entry. 


An entry fee of $2.50 is required for each design entered for judging. This fee 
must be received on or before the date the entries are due at the Institute office. 


Each entry shall represent the work of only one student; and only one solution 
to a problem may be submitted by any one student. 


Entries must be identified in a space 4” x 2” in the lower right-hand corner on 
the face of each sheet by printing legibly: a) full name and address of com- 
petitor; b) name of school, atelier, or supervisor; c) grade and title of the com- 
petition. A space 8” x 10” for jury comments, if desired, is to be provided in 
the upper right-hand corner. 


All parts of any entry must be uniform in size not exceeding 30” x 40”; tech- 
nique or presentation is optional unless otherwise called for in a program. 


All plans to be similarly oriented. 
Entries must be sent prepaid upon completion. 


Notice of shipment shall be mailed to the NIAE giving in duplicate on a separate 
list for each problem, date and express receipt number (if any), alphabetical 
listing of the names of entrants with the number of pieces comprising each entry. 
(The duplicate list will be returned with notation of outcome immediately fol- 
lowing the judging.) 


Announcement of awards will be made promptly after each judgment. ‘Complete 
report of judgment together with photographs of premiated designs will be 
published in the BULLETIN of the NIAE, as soon after the judgment as the 
material can be prepared. BULLETIN subscription rate is $25 for the school 
year with photographs (approximately 100 prints); without photographs the 
rate is $2.00. Photographs or reports may be purchased singly at $1.00 per report 
or print. 


Address all correspondence and shipments to National Institute for Architectural 
Education, 115 East 40th Street, New York 16, N. Y. 


Circular of information for 1958-1959 will be mailed on request. 


——— 
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FALL TERM - ELEMENTARY PROBLEM 


A SAUNA (A FINNISH STEAM BATH) 
KENNETH M, MURCHISON PRIZE 


JURY OF AWARD - February 2, 1959 


George Beiers Jordan Gruzen Hart Moore 
Harvey P. Clarkson Sidney L. Katz Benjamin Schlanger 
Allen R. Congdon Gillet Lefferts, Jr. Eldredge Snyder 


PARTICIPANTS - 62 


The Cooper Union, Art School 
Oklahoma State University 
’ The Rice Institute 
University of Illinois, Navy Pier, Chicago 
University of Illinois, Urbana 
University of Notre Dame 


AWARDS 


First Prize and Honorable Mention Placed 1st - C. Klaus, University of Illinois 
Second Prize ( Honorable Mention Placed 2nd - W. H. Carroll, University of Illinois 
( Honorable Mention Placed 2nd - C. F. Myers,III, University of Illinois 
Honorable Mention Placed 4th - H, L. Mason, Oklahoma State University 
Honorable Mention Placed 5th - D.A.Klingel, University of Illinois 
Honorable Mention Placed 6th - W. Lisec, University of Illinois 
Honorable Mention Placed 7th - S.A.Schlegman, University of Illinois 
Honorable Mention Placed 8th - D. Stupplebeen, The Cooper Union 
Honorable Mention Placed 9th - G.A.Albers, University of Ilinois 
Honorable Mention Placed 10th - B. Helfrich, University of Illinois 
Honorable Mention - D.N.Soliday, Oklahoma State University 
Honorable Mention - C.J. Winters, University of Illinois, 


Chicago . 
REPRODUCTIONS 


#13 C. Klaus, University of Illinois 1st Murchison Prize, Honorable Mention Placed ist 

#14 W.H.Carroll, University of Illinois{2nd Murchison Prize, Honorable Mention Placed 2nd 
#15 C.F. Myers,I0, Univ. of [llinois (2nd Murchison Prize, Honorable Mention Placed 2nd 
#16 H.L. Mason, Oklahoma State University Honorable Mention Placed 4th 
#17 D.A.Klingel, University of Illinois Honorable Mention Placed 5th 


REPORT OF THE JURY - BY SIDNEY L. KATZ 


The jury in reviewing the problems submitted had been selected which could so success - 

in this competition were impressed by theskill fully evoke the creative efforts of the students. 
and ingenuity shown by the participating students.It was felt that the scope of the program, the 
The Program Committee, concurring with the interest of the subject, and the classification 
jury, were well pleased by the fact that a topic of the problem in relation to the architectural 
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class participating, helped to achieve the re- p.A.Klingel, University of Illinois, Placed 5th, 
sults obtained. The Program Committee plans developed an extremely consistent architectural 
to use this experience as a guide for future olution. The jury felt that the circulation to the 
problems to that the same high level can be gauna might have been simplified and developmer 
attained in all groups. The jury found that due improved by a somewhat less severe approach. 
to the overall excellence of the work, the pro- 
jects were most difficult to judge and that the w. Lisec, University of Mlinois, Placed Sixth, 
principles guiding the analysis and criticism gybmitted a solution that caused quite a bit of 
had tobe clarified prior to the final evaluations controversial comment by the jury. It was 
They agreed on two criteria: a) the expression agreed that the design approach was valid and 
of the overall environment and b) the compre- that the student understood the need for an in- 
hension displayed by the,student, of the tradi- spired development of his design. However, 
tional sociological and physical characteristics because of its unique form development it 
of the activities described in the program. invited criticism of the structural complications 
involved. It is hoped that this student will over- 
C. Klaus, University of Illinois, Placed First come such criticism and continue to develop 
and received the First Murchison Prize: The creative solutions. 
jury felt that this project best exemplified the 
accepted limitations described above. The scales. A. Schlegman, University of Illinois, Placed 
of the solution and of the environment was ex- Seventh: The overall boldness and the character 
cellently achieved. The simplicity of the plan of the environment in this design met with very 
and the spritely spirit of the design resulted in favorable jury comment. The architectural de- 
an outstanding solution. sign of the Sauna itself, might have been given 
more consideration. The complicated design of 
C. F. Myers, III and W.H. Carroll both of the the enclosure wall was criticized. 
University of Illinois, tied fer Second Place and 
shared the Second Murchison Prize. The solu- p. Stupplebeen, The Cooper Union, Placed 8th: 
tion of Mr. Myers was discussed at great length This solution was complimented by the jury for 
by the jury. It was felt to be superior in its its fresh approach to the problem. The garden- 
architectural qualities. The structure and the like quality of the accessory facilities of the 
design were especially commended for their Sauna while displaying a sense of temporary en- 
sensitivity and originality. The plan was con- closure, had a lightness and gaiety that fitted in 
sidered by many as the better solution but more well with the intent of the program. The concept 
ambitious than necessary. of the structural design of the sauna itself, was 
commended for its originality. The isolation of 
The project of W. H. Carroll on the other hand, the various elements resulted in an over-elabora 
developed a beautiful informal quality in its en- tion of the program requirements. 
vironment. The arrangement in the plan was 
commended for its ingenious combination of G. A. Albers, University of Illinois, Placed 9th: 
form and function. It was criticized for the The scale of this project and the structural in- 
tightness of the circulation and some inconsis- vestigation was commended. The overall enviro 
tencies in its structural development and arti- ment was very playful and pleasant. The relatior 
culation, ship of the Sauna structure to the rear wall was 
criticized along with the over -complicated textur 
H. L, Mason, Oklahoma State University, Placed qualities. 
Fourth, captured the spirit, warmth and the 
suburban quality in the use of materials andthe B. Helfrich, University of Illinois, Placed 10th; 
development of the solution. The relationship The site planning of this project was commended 
of the Sauna activity aud the house was excellent.[t was felt that the development of the separate 
The jury criticized the overall controls set up areas for Sauna and terrace had merit. The des 
by the student in relating the design architect- though bold and consistent was criticized for its 
urally to the house structure. ponderous scale. 
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A SAUNA. 

WILKE. ELEMENTARY PROBLEM 


peer. MITE CT 
UNIVERSITY of ILLINOIS 
URBANA, ILLINOIS 
ATELAG: KURZ. 

Grave OCT. 23,1958 
A SAUNA 


NAG ELEMENTARY PROBLEM 
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